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EVANGELIST. 


NEW SERIES. 


Carthage, Ohio, September 1, 1841. 


»-....- LETTER TO DOCTOR PRESSLY. 

“Very Dear Sir: 
“es Health and peace to you, through Jesus Christ, 
our ever-fo-be-adored Lord and Redeemer. 

~ While on a visit to your city, in the early spring of the pre- 

sent year, your **Lectures on the Nature, Subjects, and Mode, 

of Baptismm,’’ were presented to ine by a brother. I read them 
at that time hastily. When, however, | had finished the first 
of chem, [ was no less pleased than surprised to find that you b 
had, in all material points touching the implied doctrines and e 
obligations of the holyordinance, taken the same view with that 
of my own brethren. . 
- In your second Lecture, you argue for the baptism of the chil- f 
dren of believers, from the fact thatchildren were church mem- 
bers under former dispensations of the church. As accessory 
to the establishment of this main argument, you reason as well 
from promises, as from fact and the leading points of coinci- 
dence between the two ordinances of circumcision and baptism, 
“that the church has been one in all ages and under every dis- 
[Thave, in a former paper, noticed your principal argument,. 
and shown that to reason from what has been in lormer dispen- 
sations, to what we think ought to be in the present, is incon« 
clusive, and leads to the setting up of the positive ordinance 
of infant baptism, upon evidence or authority which never can 
be more thin probable ; for net being commanded, it never can 
5 dea but as a deduction. Touching the unity of the 
chureh, the eubsidiary to your main argument—it is the very 
thing winch would have been most readily admitted by all those 
whose misfortune it is to differ from you in other matters rela- 
tive to baptism; and theretore it is one of those things which 
least of all required to be proved. In short, it is not denied 
that the church has been one in allages. She has always been 
the church of God, and ever will be. Taking this for granted, 
therefore, it would have been more satisfactory to my mind, and 
im my humble judgment more in accordance with the necessi« 
17 
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ties of the case, had you shown those who differ from yon in 
these views, how the church, always one, must pass from one 
dispensation to another—exchange one covensnt or constitu- 
tion for another, as the old for the new—and yet, necessarily, 
maintain unity, unvarying unity, in the principle of her mem- 
bership. I donot deny that this might be: but must itbe? In 
all her changes, her constitutional changes from the Abrahamie 
covenant to the Mosaic, and from the Mosaic to the Chri@fian, 
must the principle on which she admite members to her fell6w- 
ship be unvarying and of necessyy the same? In the Patri- 
_ archaland the Mosaic dispensations, children obtained member- 
ship on the fact of their descent from the Patriarchs. Theinit- | 
iatory rite of circumcission is enjoined under these two econo- 
mies with great plainness and particularity, and the ebservanée 
of it enforced with the most solemn sanetions accordingly : 
‘sAnd the uncircumeised man-child, whose flesh of his foreskin 
is not circumcised, that soul sha!l be cut off from his people ;— 
he hath broken my covenant.”’—Gen. 17c. Now touching the 
baptism of children, not only there is not any of this plainness 
and particularity respecting it—not only is the observance of it 
not enforced by solemn sanctions,—but it is absolutely noi at all 
commanded, or even once named in all the sacred writings 
which, as Protestants, we have embraced as the rule of both our 
faith and practice. May not the Church, then. in her great con- 
otlaiined hones which obiained in the days of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, when assuming anew covenant and passing intoa new 
dispensation, may she not, I ark, have at the same time assum- 
ed a hew principle of membership! May not faith have been 
aseumed, instead of flesh—and the beli: ving child, :nstead of 
the child according to the flesh? The affirmative is our view 
of the matter. We think thatin the Christian dispensation,’ 
children are admitted to membership only as they believe in 
Christ; and that in order to this end they are given to us to be 
brought up in the nurture and admonition of the Lord. The 
rfect legitimacy of our practice in this, is admitted by all.— 
Who denies the scripturality of baptizing either a child or an 
adult who believes! It is, therefore, not necessary to adduce 
here the authority for the baptism of our believing children. 
But did not Ieaziah and the Lord Jesus Christ teach the Jews 
that a radical change was to pass upon the principle of member- 
ship under the new covenant, and that neither child nor adult 
would be admitted to membership, in our dispensation, till he 
was first taught of God: ‘They ehall all be taught of God” 1— 
John 6:45. Did not Jeremiah, ch. 31, and Pau!, who quotes 
him, Heb. ch. 8, declare that a great change was to take place 
in this point, when they said, ** They shall not (ae under the 
former covenant) teach every man his neighbor and every man 
nis brother, (the childish and untaught covenanter,) saying, 
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‘Know the Lord;’ for they shall all know me, from the least to 
the greatest;”—that is, neither little nor great shall be admitted 
to this covenant till they are first taught to know, and upon the 
principle of faith to acknowledge me to be theirGod? = 
Your practice of infant baptism being uncommanded, and 
opposed alike to the genius of Christianity and certain express 
clauses in the constitution or covenant of the dispensation 
under which the church exists, I thought it my duty in a for- 
mer No. of the Evangelist, which | will forward you together 
with the present one, to show that you had adduced no positive 
proof for infant baptism ; tHat in comparing the two ordinances 
of baptism and circumcision, you had overlooked an impertant 
_ item of difference between them, namely, that circumcision 
was embodied in the former covenant in a way which left no 
‘room to doubt its authority—whereas infant baptism is not oe 
not found in the covenant, but it is not found in scripture at all; 
and lastly, that you had only reasoned from what had been 
law and covenant under former dispensations, to what you im- 
agined ought to be law and covenant under the present dispen- 
sation ;—thus resting the Poedobaptist practice upon reasoning 
instead of Scripture. | 
In your3d Lecture also you urge, in behalf of infant baptism, 
only argument not atithority; reasoning not scripture. Yon 
‘say “my first argument! in support of the rite of infant baptism 
is founded upon that doctrine of the New Testament which 
“Maintains that believers in Christ are the seed of Abraham.” 


2. Your second argument is that Christ said ‘Suffer little | 


children to come unto me, and forbid them not, for of such is 
the kingdom of heaven.” | | 
3- Your third is derived from the fact that Paul baptized the 
FAA households of Stephanus, Lydia and the Phillippian 
ailor. | 
4. In the fourth place you argue for infant baptism because 
itis said ifa child have one believing parent that it is holy; 
‘“*Else were your children unclean, but now are they holy.” 
_&. The testimony of the early fathers is then adduced—Jus- 
tin Martyr, Tertullian, Origen, Cyprian, the council of Carthage 
and Augustine. The names of Luther, Melancthon, Zuingle, 
Calvin, Knox and Cranmer conclude the argument. | 
To all this we offer no verbal opposition. We only alledge 
the fact that ‘Where there is no law there is no transgression.” 
Infant baptism not being enjoined, those who practise it not hes 
zard no interest whatever. That the ‘‘child among you, who 
18 not baptized. shall be cut off from among my people; he has 
broken my Covenant,” is no law of the New Dispensation. Bap- 
ism in connection with faith is commanded on pain of condem- 
Ration, bat baptism without faith is not commanded at all, | 
Those, therefore, who plead for faith without baptism, or bep- 
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tiem without faith, or who derange the order of theee things, 
and plead for that first which should be last, and so argue for 
practice without requisite principle, or principle without the 

Fequired obedience are equally épposed to the Lawgiver, our 
Lord Jesus Christ, and to the practice of his apostles. 

Your 4th Lecture is on what is called the ‘‘Mode of Paptiem,”’ 
and you first direct the attention of your readers to ‘‘Examples © 
of the use of the word baptise, in which it does not convey the 
idea of immersion.’’ 

2. Next, to examples in which it is used to convey the idea 

3. Here you say-—‘‘ [t is readily admitted that pagan writers 
frequently, and perhaps more commonly, employ the word bap- 
tism in the sense of dipping or plunging;”” but you think that 
in the New Testament it is used to signify washing or cleans- 
ing, without reference to a particular mod@, i 
- You next examine the circumstances under which baptism is 
said in Scripture to have been administered in the apostolic age; 
and the vast multitude of converts. on Pentecost, with the scar- 
city of water in Jerusalem, suggest to you insuperable bar/iers 
against concluding that immersion is baptism. 
Phe Jailor and John the Paptist, the fofmer in a prison and 
the latter by the river side—the one having a bow! of water, and 
the other with the swellings of Jordan before cases 
and circumstances which a'ike oppose themselves to baptism 
by immersion! Even the eunuch’s going down into the water 
with Philip, to be baptised, *‘furnishes no conclusive argument 
in support of immersion”’!* You then examine the apostolic 

~ phrase **buried with him in baptism;” but even ‘* burial with 

hriet’’ in this ordinance, throws no iight upon the mode of its 
Finally, you oppose immersion because you feel baptism ad- 
ministered in this way to be ‘‘a burdensome rite.’’ But at last 
conclude that—‘‘If there was a positive appointment: of our 

Lord and Saviour that in the administration of baptism the indi- 

vidual should be completely immersed in water, then of course 

it would be our duty to observe this particular mode, and none 
other.” 

- Beloved Sir--If the practice of the ancient Latin Church 

down to the 13th century, and of the Greek Church down to the 

resent day, with that of the Syrians, Armenians and Persians, 
furnishes no authority——no practical authority—for interpreting 

baptizo by immersion, then, Sir, there is no command to im- 

merse, If this interpretation by all the fathers, and by Luther, 

Calvin, Beza, Vitringa, Wall, Mead, Salmasius, and other great 


*Do the Doctor and his Brethren at any time go down into the river 10 
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scholars, is not authority, then, Sir, there is no command for 
immersion. But if all these facts and persons are on the side 
ef immersion—if the fathers, from Tertullian, (who, in desertb- 
ing baptism, said “‘homo in aqua demissus’’—the man dipped 
into the the water,) down to the last you name, Augustine, 
(who was himself baptised by immersion in the baptisiry at Mi- 
lan, by Bishop Ambrose,) declare for immersion—if the great 
Protestant reformers, and all Catholice, say that baptism means 
immersion—if Stewart, and Campbell, and Wesley, and Wall, 
and Gregory, and Sharp, and Clarke, admit immersion to be the 
original and ancient mode of baptism—if the Greek and Syrian, 
Armenian and Persian Christians do still retain immersion as 
baptism —then the law of Christ must be, He who believes 
» and is immersed, shall besaved.”’. And to this sense all Scrip- 
» ture cireumstances and descriptions of baptiem will agree ; as, 
 baptising in the river Jordan—going down into the water—com- 
ug Up out of the water—buried with Christ in baptism—plant- 
{ed in the likeness of hie death—hid with Christ—bodies washed 
+born of water, &c. Ths the practice of immersion for bap- 
tiem is referable for its origin to the word used in the New Tes- 
tament, namely, baplizo; while pouring and sprinkling are bet- 
ter accounted for thus: The absolute necessity of dipping in 
order to valid baptism, and the indispensable necessity .of 
tism in order to salvation, were two doctrines of the Church 
which were found t be very grievous in the day of the Empe- 
ror Charlemagne. The clergy tried a great’ number of oe 
ents: at last, *-In the year 753 Astulphus, king of the 
bards, oppressed the city of Rome. Pope Stephen III. fled inte 
France to implore the assistance of Pepin, who had lately been 
' @lected king. Pepin, whom many considered 26 an usurper, 
availed himself of this event, and with the address of a great 
politician, turned it to his own advantage. He received the 
exiled bishop with ali possible respect. He examined with pro- 
found reverence a letter which St. Peter had written and sent 
him from heaven by the hands of Stephen, to persuade him to 
assist the church. He promised instantly to execute the celes- 
tial commission; and he fulfilled his promise by freeing Italy 
from the Lombards, by replacing Stephen, and by richly endow- 
~ ang the church. Stephen was not ungrateful to hie benefac- 
tor; he sanctioned his title to the crown by giving the royal 
unction to Pepin in the church of St. Denis, makiag him the 
firet anointed sovereign in Europe, and denounced an enathe- 
". maon the French if they should ever bestow their crown on 
other family than that of Pepin. 


tephen resided in France all winter, and had a severe fit of 

sickneas, occasioned by the fatigue of journeying, and the per-' 

plexity of his affairs, from which however he sooh recovered. 

tring his residence in the op of St. Denis, he iatro- 
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duced the Roman-ritual. In the spring of the next year, 754, 
in answer to some monks of Cressy in Brittany, who privately 
consulted him, he gave his opinion on ninetecn questions, one 
of which is allowed to be the first authentic law for adminis- 
tering baptism by pouring, which in time was interpreted to sig- 
hnify sprinkling. The question proposed was: whether in case 
of necessily occasioned by illness of an infant, it were lawful to 
baptise by pouring water out of the hand or acup, on the head 
of the infant. Stephen answered: if such a baptism were per- 
formed, in such a case of necessity, in the name of the fly 
Trinity, it ehould be held valid. The learned James Kasnage 
makes several very proper remarks on this canon: as that ‘‘al- 
though it.is accounted the first law for sprinkling, yet lt doth 
not forbid dipping ; that it allows sprinkling only in case of im- 
inent danger; that the saps of it is denied by some 
athelics; that many laws were ma 
many, France, and England, to compel dipping, and without 
any provision for cases of necessity: 
not alter the mode of dipping in pmblic baptisms; and that it 
was not till 657 years after that the legislature, ina council at 
Ravenna, in the year 1311, declated. dipping or eprinkling in- 
different.’ The answer of Stepbem is the true origin of private 
baptism, and of sprinkling.” ae 
Calvin and the Protestant reformers owe sprinkling, then, to 
Rome: Knox and the Scotch Presbyterians owe ‘it to Calvin ; 


the English to the Scotch; and we Americans, to the English. 


And thus the principle of all the angry disputes which have 
taken place between those who immerse, and those who would 
substitute sprinkling for immersion, originated in the answer of 
Pope Stephen—who, in a list of the Holy Fathers of the Roman 
See which lies before me, is the ninety-second from Peter, 
ev. and Dear Sir, let me direct-your attention to Peter, not 


Pope Peter, if there ever were such a personage, but the apostle, 


the holy apostle Peter, the great primitive minister of the King- 
dom of God, him to whom God’s son eaid, **1 will give you the 
keys of the kingdom of heaven, and whatsoever you shall bind 
on earth shall be bound in heaven, and whatsoever you shall 
loose on earth shall be loosed in heaven’’—him who in the prov- 


‘idence of God unlocked the door of faith into the kingdom of 


God, both tothe Jews and the Gentiles. Beloved Sir, have 
you ever stated, enforced and administered the gospel as Peter 
did on the day of Pentecosi? Have you ever like: bim reasoned 
sincerely and by all fair and holy argument labored to bring your 
audience to the faith of the gospel? and when you have brough: 
them to this. point have you argued for a sincere, deep, holy 
and evangelical repentance? and upon inducing a profound 
penitence have you with the apostle said, ‘Be baptized every. 


e after this time in Ger- 


therefore that thie law 
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one of you in the name of Jesus Christ, for the remission of sins, | 


and you shall receive tne gift of the holy spirit”? No, my belov- 
ed brother, ii is most probable you never did so in the whole 
course of your public ministry. Touching your book on ‘‘the 
Nature, Subjects and Mode of baptism,” | never meant to an- 
swerit. Itis weli.written; your propositions are clearly stated; 
your arguments well chosen; and your conclusions probable e- 
nough to such as, like yourself, desire infant baptism to be true. 
Withal your language is classical, and not unbecoming a min- 


ister of the gospel. These consideratione with the fact that 


you have written it in a spirit of great mildness toward those 
who differ from you, wil] commend it to every sensible and feel- 
ing reader, and especially to those, your brethren, for whom it 
was designed, and who by all you have said with so much 
reason, and so little s¢ripture, so much argument, and so little 
authority, will doubtless feel thernselves greatly strengthened 
inethe faith which the book is intended to uphold. You have 


heretofore considered baptism in relation to infants; let me, I 
‘pray you introduce to you the consideration of it in another, 


and a new point of view; let me press it upon your regard as 
it stands connected with the conversion of the world. Time 
and a most extensive experience show that this ‘‘vexed ques- 
tion” is not to be settled by books upon. the ‘‘nature, subjects 
and mode’’ of the ordinance. What adroit scholar, with the 
um suficit of time and ink, could not now with all that has 
already been said on baptism write with equal ingenuity either 
for or against the truth? Let us then, dear Sir, turn from this. 
logomachy, this war about words; let us cease any longer to. 


dren into the church, and consider this holy ordinance as the 


head of the church our Lord Jesus Christ and his holy apostles — 


have associated it with the work of God in the earth—the con- 


version of mankind. Seeing .he has-connected it with this 


great work, and seeing that the whote world lies in wickedness, 
ig it not worse than trifling with divine things, and with the 
00d of Christ, and the souls of men,and the authority of heav- 


en, to compromitgur ministerial duty, and waste our time in, 


Writing books and making debates on an ordinance viewed all out 


of ite scripture relations; for 1 protest that the baptism of Christ. 


iS not once under any circumstance or description. presented to. 
us in the scriptures in connection with the introduction of 
children.into the ¢church; but is uniformly associated with those 


first principles of righteousness and salvation which constitute 
the gospel by which the world is to be converted. In the gos- 


pel, baptism is regarded as a point to plead to in the conversion of 


mankind. In the days of the apostles, “The gospel was first. 
preached to the people,’ says one of your own ministers, ‘then: 
allwwhe were om the side of Christ, were called on to be bapti-. 


write primers on baptism as relates to the introduction of chil- 
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zed. It held the precise place that the anxious seat does now, 
asa public manifestation of their determination to be Christians.’ 
Finney on revivals. | 

To avoid ali subtleties of verbal criticiem upon baptize and its” 
cognates, and to escape, if pogeible, the more than Sylla and 
Charybdis of dangerous reasoning and presumptive argument 
which le on each side of those who treat of baptism merely as 
related to infants, let us look at it as it connects itself with the 
eonversion of the world to God. > RS, 

And, first—in what lies the difference between baptism as 
eonsidered in relation to infants, and as connected with the 
conversion of mankind! I answer, that if the apostles plead 
the conversion of sinnets to this point, they made a use of it 
which no man makes when he baptises an infant; for you can- 
not plead with an infant to any point either of faith or obedi- 
But, second—no infant can in this ordinance recognise 
either the doctrines or obligations ingplied in it; they can nei- 
ther recognise their Redeemer; nor their own duty: it is thera- 
fore in them no manifestation of conversion, nor profession of 
faith, nor obedience to the gospel. | 

But again: Baptism is the sign of scquittal from sin: ‘* Be 
baptised every one of you, for the remission of sins.’ But in- 
fants are not pardoned in baptism: it is not, therefore, to them 
the symbol of pardon for the past,—and ges the Popish doc- 
trine of pardon for sins not yet committed will not be assumed 
by those to whom we address ourselves. -In the conversion of 
the world, therefore, baptism is a point to which we can ration- 
ally plead for obedience to Christ, with those who believe the 

pel: when they obey, it isasign and expression on the part 
of God of his having mercifully taken away their sins by Christ; 
it is to them ‘‘the sign and seal” of pardon for the past; and on 
their part it isa public manifestation of their faith in God and 
Christ, and the other great points of evangelical doctrine. All 
these ends it serves when it is used as the aposties used it in 
their labors to convert the world: but all its doctrinal and ob- 
ligatory import is thrown away upon a poor insensible babe, 
when it is applied to it. | i. | 

But I have said that baptism is a point to plead to in ‘the eon- 
version of mankind. Let us here discriminate between things 
which, though often confounded, are not the same—that is, be- 
tween the gospel-and our own faith and obedience. The gos- 
S is truth disclosed ; our faith and obedience is duty rendered. 

e preach the one, and plead for the other: we proclaim the 
facts and bleseings of the goepel—faith possesses us of the for- 
in short, the plea respects 
not God’s ness, but our gratitude,—and is an argument de- 
tived from his anthority to our duty, from his commandment 
our obedience, from his great mercey to our acceptance of his 
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mercy, from what he has done for us to what he has called upon 
us to do for ourselves. Let us ask this great question, then : 


Is there, accompanying the preaching of althe facts, privi- 


leges and- promises of the gospel, a plea for faith, repentance, 
and obedience, on our part! | | 


To the settlement of this important question your attention i 
humbly and respectfully invited. 


Among those who would be esteemed orthodox theré seems 


to be different views respecting the plea for faith and obedi- 


ence: 

1. There be those who content themselves with a simple 
statement of the facts and promises of the gospel, without plead- 
ing for faith and obedience in those who hear them. These 
preachers, very jealous of God’s honor, and fearing lest sinful 
man should trench upon and tarnish his glorv, avow that the 
truth which they announce, and the promises thev proclaim, 
are for the elect,—and that they have no good news for sin- 
ners, as such. 

2. Again—There are those who, after having stated the truth 
of the gospel, feel it to be incumbent on them to argue for duty 
in general, (as prayer, praise, reading the scripture, &c.) with- 
ou: reasoning to a@ particular point at which the sinner shall 
make a public declaration of his faith and repentance. 

3..There are others who plead, from the statement of the 
gospel which they previously make, to the duty of faith and re- 
pentance in the hearer, and conclude without making any draft 
upon the audience for a particular obedience. 

4. There isa fourth class, te individuals of which carry mat- 
ters a step further, and, to their plea for faith and repentance, 
add the mourning bench, the anzious seat, Xc. ) 

5. Lastly, there are those who, after having stated the gospel 
in all its truth, facts, privileges and promises, follow up their 
statement with a fervent and zealous plea with tlhe sinner for 
faith, repentance, and obedience to Christ in baptism. And 
that there is conauccted with the preaching of the gospel a plea 
co-extensive and identical with the above, it will be my duty 
finally to prove. 

fo those who by an excessive jealousy for God’s glory have 
abandoned the gospel plea in foto, our attention is especially due; 


and that they may see that their own procedure is unscriptural 


and that a plea for principle and practice, or for fafth and obedi- 
ence is associated with the preaching of that system of truth cal- 
led the gospel, we shall establi=h the fact from two sources, viz: 
1. The practice of godly men and pious ministers. 
_2. From the practice of Christ and his apostles, 
Ist. Touching the judgment of pious ministers: their practice 
may be given in great abundance to prove that they judged a 
plea to belong to the gospel. | 
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i ae 1. Mr. Philip Doddridge in hie “Rise and Progress of Religion 
ee. ie in the Soul,” after seven chapters on the awakening, arraign- 

va ing and convicjing the sinner, at last affectionately urges his 
acceptance of the gospel by ‘faith and repentance’—thus ‘Would 
you, therefore, Oh sinner! desire to be saved? Go to the Sa- 
viour. Would you desire to be delivered? Look to that great 
Deliverer, and though you should be so overwhelmed with guilt 
and shame and fear and horror, that you should be incapable of 
speaking to hii, fall downin this speechless confusion at his 
ie feet, and behold him as.the Lamb of God that taketh away the 
a sin of the world.’ 

a Thus Mr. Doddridge pleads for duty on the part of the sinner 

and claims **speechiess’”’ submission. 

2. Dr, Bunting in his sermon titled ‘*Claims of the Heathen” 
shows “that the gospel is adapted to, and designed for, the 
condition of all people; that the barbarous nations possess a men- 

| tal and moral capacity for divine trath; that the gospel is the 
° ministration of the Spirit, and the power of God, and that it has 
‘more frequently occurred that Christianity preceded civilization, 
than that civilization has preceded Christianity. He finally in- 
fers froin what is seen in Christendom, that the efforts of min- 
isters are likely to be more successful among barbarous than a- 
mong civilized tribes.”” Thus teaching that the intelleetual 
faculiies, the ferocious manners and eocial affections of savages 
may be successfully reached by the gospel plea. 
-. 3. Dr. Cope in a discourse on the **Goodness of God” as seen 
in nature and religion, argues to the effects which il ought to 
have on the minds of men—that *‘pardon, peace, eternal life, 
the spirit, the word and the ordinances” of the gospel should, 
‘Sexcite admiration,” lead to ‘humility, praise, prayer.”’, But 
the Doctor’s plan of discoursing proves to us what were his ideas 
touciring those who heard of the goodness ot God in the gospel, 
namely: that they had duties to attend to; and that ministers 
should plead with men for the performance of these duties. 

4. Jay, in his sermon of the **Saints’ Honor,” after defining 
the term ‘‘saints,”’ and proving whatis their honor, says: ‘the 
sinner may obtain this honor,” and argues with him to apply to 
Christ. Thusin his reasoning with the sinngr, Mr. Jay shows 
us what was his judgment on the point which we are laboring, 
namely, that the obedience of the gospel is to be plead, argued, 
and reasoned for, and that ministers in explaining and preach- 
ing the gospel have not performed their entire duty till they 
have enforced upon their audience the acceptance of its great 

D blessings. Mer. Jay names no: the point at which poor sinners 
lt may obtain this honor, but contents himectf with simply affirm- 
Bh) ing that they may ‘‘obtain”’ it. 

1 | 6. The celebrated Robert Hall, in his sermon on the ‘‘Rejoie- 
Wi img of Angels at the Repentance of a Sinner,’”’ concludes by 
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paying that ‘it (the joy of angels) affords the most delightful 

encouragement to sinners to repent.”” Thus this great man ie 
would plead to the duty of sinners even from the secondary ar- A 

gument of **Angel’s Joy,’ say nothing of the supreme consid- 
erations of the love of God and Christ, the glories of eternal life, 

and the punishments of hell. | | 

Warren, in his ** Spiritval Treasure in Earthen Veseels,? 

reasons that the treasure was deposited by God with the Apos- 1 
—tles and Christiane, in order that the poor and needy might be _ 
e encouraged to apply for it, Warren said, therelore, that a plea i 
: of duty on the part of sinners, was an accompaniment of the 1% 
; ospel. To the support of our argument, therefore, we have 3 1 
= eanction of his name. There is associated with the promu}- wa 
gation of the gospel, a plea for obedience to it. '° 
_ ©The Almost Chrisiian,” by Fell. This discourse the author iia 
prefaces by using these words: ‘** How powertully persuasive io 
is trath !—it may be opposed, but there sre few who have not 7 
felt it in some degree.”’ He then struggles to remove the two 
great barriers opposed to the admission of religious truth— 

1, The pride of the human intellect; 

2. The pride of human merit. | 

By beseeching men to be reconciled to God, Fell proves that 
he regarded the gospel as a matter to be propagated by a plea 
fom its reception; but he maintains no point at which sinners 
are expected to make the surrender. | 

Witks, on **Tine Death of Christ,’* concludes a powerful and 
elaborate discourse by affirming that ‘*the death of Christ affords 
every encouragement to miserable guilty sinners.”? He insti- 
Autes a plea in behalf of God’s goodness, burnot in behalf of the 
sinner’s duty. But who will doubt that in preaching it is as 
indispensabie to show the sinner his duty as to show him God’s 
goodness and mercy. Let him be brought yup to this point, 
whatever it may be, 

Mr. Cockin, in his ‘*Great Question”—*“ Dost thon believe in 
the Son of God 1°—argues that Christ proposed this question, 
(John 9:35.) solicitous tor the salvation of the man’s soul, and 
that itis both our duty and our privilege to believe in Christ 
with our whole heart. Here Mr. Cockin lends his sanction to 
the fact that it is dutiful in ministers to plead with sinnere,— 
The point to which Mr. C. pleads is faich ;--not the mourning 
bench, nor the anxious seat, nor baptism. 

When Mr. Crothern preaches on obedience, he says that to 
answer God’s invitation, and reply that we will seek his face, 
we will obey him, is the language of reason, of the heart, of du- 
ty, of gratitude. In preaching to sinners, therefore, Mr. Cro- 
thern would support the point before us, that the proclamation 
ef the gospel is accompanied by a plea for obedience, derived 
alike from reason and obligation. 
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Hooper’s ‘*Apostolic Preaching” concludes by affirwing that 
the gospel sffords the most powerful incentives to obedience. 


He would, of course, directly inculcate the fact, that sinners-are— 


bound by all the force of those incentives to obey God ; and con- 


sequently that ministers should plead with them, from these in- - 
centives, to the point of obedience, whatever that might be—_ 


whether faith, repentance, baptism, the mourning bench or the 
anxious feat. 

Dr. Cope, in his ‘*Day of Salvation,” affirms that all mankind 
as sinners, require salvation; ‘that the gospel reveals a plan 
euited to man in his fallen state; that it is offered to him freely 
—that now isthe accepted time—and that if he live and die 
neglecting the gospel, he cannot escape eternal punishment.— 
This is a bold argument for the solemn duty on the part of sinners 
to take heed to the word of God’sgrace. The plan of the Doe- 
tor’s sermon is truly evangelical; it reveals truth and pleads for 
duty. To reveai truth, divorced from duty, is vain theory ; but 
to unite them in a discourse is as evaigelical as it is hp ep 
and moral. 

Flavel, on the ‘‘Glory of Christ,” declares that Christ is wor- 
thy ofall our love, and that it must be grievous to God to see his 


b. Brown says the dying love of Christ excites us to hear 


his gospel and receive his ordinances. — at 
Dr, Harris argues with sinners for the love of God, repent- 

ance, and coming to the Saviour, the Lord Jesus Christ. 
Durant, on the ‘Danger of neglecting Salvation,” after rea- 

soning on the greatness of the deliverance, asserts the absolute 


impossibility of escaping divine justicg but by oulmnltting to the. 


gospel according to God’s plan. 
Fuller's “Soul Neglected,” concludes by affirming that ‘‘all 


for abusing our trust.’’ | 

Hord'e remonstrates against sin, and argues with his audience 
for attention to the gospel, gratitude for its blessings, and obe- 
dience to its commandments, 

Thomas Wood, of London, ‘“*On Sin,’’ denounces it sith 
abhorrence—reasons with his hearers, especially the young— 
tells them that Christ is exalted to grant repentance and remis- 
sion of sins, and boldly affirms that all should personally apply 
to Christ for the blessings of his salvatiom 

Brown, on *Eternal Life Neglected,” lays before his readers 
the guilt of disobedience to God's commands, and the danger to 
whieh this ex poses them. 

Stringer would induce the enemies of the gospel to lay down 
the weapons of their warfare, from the consideration of God’s 
pardoning justifying mercy through an atoning Saviour. 


excuses will be inadmissible on the great day. We must,” 
_ preacher declares, ‘give a true account, and shall be punished 
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Powell says the goodness of God is to influence us to repent- 
ance. His argument is from God's. ness to our duty. 

~Pp,.Carter reasons with sinners 
repentance and prayer. | 
_ Lavington reasons from the Divine forbearance to the breaking 
_ off from sin. 

T. Jackson, of Stockwell, states that the glory of God and the 
salvation of immortal souls are the results to be expected from 
faithful, evangelieal, missionary labor. 

M. Witks argues that Christ is worthy of oar faith as dinners. 
__E. Good says it is the work of an Evangelist to insist bpon 
repentance. 

eal reasons for duty alike with the careless sinner, the hum- 
ble penitent, the backslider, and the true Christian. 


H. Gray, of Edinburgh, contends with sinners tor repentarice. 


To this long array of authorities | might add hundreds and 
thousands of others—Clayton, Brewer, Weaver, Dixon, Par- 
sons, Mortimer, Philpois, Bonners, Winter, Caldwell, Adkins, 
Ford, Gilbert, Moody, Collyer, Hanter, Jones, Hamiiton, Ry- 
der, Moore, Lessey, James, Fox, Scott, Fletcher, Wesley, Lu- 
_ ther, Calvin, Kidd, Wardlaw, Young. Dillon, Carwen, Medley, 
Lauren, Ely, Wall, Simpson, Jennings, Ceeil, Nichols, Ro- 

maine, Bickersieth, J udson, Evans, Bp. Porteos, Pearson, “Pooh, 
Wajson, Newton, ‘Stewart, Anon, Grove, Mannel, Burder, 

7 , Cobdner, Fry, Ayre, Lewis, Barber, ‘Thornton, Doct. 
Ryland, Hughes, Hill, Vincent, &c. Xe. 

There is, therefore, according to the numerous forecitea: au- 
thorities, a p!ea for duty accompanying the proclamation of the 
gospel; and hence the practice of those who announce the gos- 
doctrine without respect to its obiigations, is ‘con- 

emned by these pious ministers. 

2. But we now come to the second branch of our demonize 
tion—the practice of Christ and his apostles. Thisisa very 
high source ; not human, but divine; not the writings of men, 
but those of God ; not sermon books, but the Bible. 

First—Christ, our blessed Redeemer, introduced his ministry 
with a plea for repentance: 

**‘Now atter John was pat in prison, Jesus came into Galilee 
preaching the gozpel of the kingdom of God, and saying, the 
time is fulfilled and the Kingdom of God is at hand i.e 
and believe the ch 1. 

Touching faith, he said to the Jews, “This is the work 
which God requires of yor to do, that you believe on bite 
he hath sent.” 

_ But to quote all the passages which go to show that Christ 
beds earnestly and constantly for faith and repentance—how 
denounces Bethsaida, Chorazin, Capernaam and Jerusalem, 
tor how he ordered that his doctrine should ‘be 

18 
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i, ne preached in all the world by his authority,—would be to quote 
oe a large portion of the history of his public ministry. In a word, 
A he said, **he came to call sinners torepentance.” 
John the Baptist appended to his proclamation of the ap- 
proaching kingdom an advocacy for repentance, ‘‘eaying to the 
eople that they should believe on him who was to come after 
_ Peter, on the day of Pentecost, and subsequently, plead like 
\ John and our Lord Jesus Christ, for faith, repentance, and bap- — 
tism: ‘*Repent and be baptised every one of you,’? &c. 
| ->Paul preached and plead for faith and repentance, and 
‘‘shewed first to them of Damascus, and and 


then to the Gentiles, that they should repentand turn to God, 
and do works meet for repentance,’’—Acis 26:20. » 

Thus, dear Sir, did the Lord Jesus, John the Baptist, Peter 
and Paul, plead with their audiences to repent and believe the 
“Hae | gospel. The other apostles, evangelists and preachers, must of 
ae course have done the same thing; for they all spoke by the 
| a same spirit. And thus does the example of our blessed Lord 
and _ his apos;les condemn ‘as unscriptural the party practice of 


a4 those ministers who plead neither for the one nor the other.— 
a4. One of these pon-pleading preachers, on a special occasion, ob- 
ae ie served with much feeling to his brother in the ministry, **Sir, 
ee it is our duty only to build up Saints in their most holy faith,’ 
Bee | “And where will you get saints,” was the ready reply, **ifjgor 
fe do not make them out of sinners, by first. preaching to them the ° 
i goepel, ard afterwards pleading effectually with them to obey 
Bh - . «But, Sir, not only baptism for remission of sins, plead for by 
at. the Lord Jesus, John, Peter and Paul, but even the faith and 
ay ' nlance most fundamental and common to all dispensations 
ae fi, SS the true religion, have been lost sight of: by those. preachers. 
Bai And, Sir, 1 regret to say that of euch there are not a few, but 
many—ministcrs of the gospel] who spend their time in telling 
mee) what the Eternal has done for the elect, without either once 
TS preaching good news to lost sinners, or arguing with them for 
a duty, fearing lest by obedience they should tarnish his glory, 
ee or tiench upon his grace! Asif men could only insult the. Most 
Hish by obeying his commandments. 
Dneed. not observe to you that faithand repentance are prin- 
eiples which have been common toall dispensations of the true 
religion,: whether Patriarchal, Jewish or Christian. But one 
thing may,be noticed here, that while these dispensations, had 
ta ie eertain things common to them all, they ‘bad at the same ime 
hee | also theit peculiar matters,,which indeed were indispensable, 
inorder to stamp them severally with their proper specific dis 
a 3 4 peneational character, Each, for instance, had its own cover 
a mant. Hence we have three dispensations and three.cover 


| 
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nants,—the Abrahamic, the Jewish and the Christian. We 
have also three initiatory rites; one introducing the chureh to 
Abraham—namely, circumcision ; one introducing the church 
to Moses, when the children of Israel were all baptised into 
Moses in the cloud and in the sea; and one introducing the 
church into Christ—namely, baptism. I ask, then, did Jesus 
and Peterand Paul, when they had successfully advocated faith 
and repentance, plead also for the special obedience of the gos- 
pel dispensation, beginning with baptism? That they did, is 
admitted on all hands, ** Be baptized every one of you,’” was 


the commandment to all the new converts. But for what was 
baptism to be admiuistered? You answer, and quote Peter and 


Ananiuas both for authority, that they were baptized for the re« 


_ mission of eins.—** Be baptized every one of you for the remis- 
sion of sins.” Admitting, therefore, yourinterpretation of bap- | 
tism, what, then, have we for the elements of that plea which, 


in connection with the preached gospel, was to convert the 
world to Godt [ answer we have faith, repentance, and baplism 
for the remission of sins. 

The ordinance, then is for the remission of sins, past sins. God 


has joined these two things together. Ane I do not argue that . 


he who a‘iministers the rite to an infaat puts them asunder, 
for every bedy knows that he does, an infant having no past 
fmmso be forgiven; but [ do affirn. that the man who preaches 
pemance to an wuconverted person whom he has sprinkled, 
Mot possibly preach remission to him asthe aposties preached 
it. He cannot say with the apostle, **Be baptized for the re- 
mission of sins.” He has no point to bring his convert to, in 


- order to receive the blessing of pardon. He has, therefore, to 


create one and bring him tothe anzious seat, the mourning 
bench, or direct him to take membership in a church of which, 


‘indeed, baptism had made him a member when he was possibly 


but eight days old! Well, he has been brought to repentance 
and has joined the chureh, but is he forgiven! If this question 
is answered in the affirmative, I ask again, Wheret When? 
How was he forgivent If it is answered ‘*When he was bap- 


‘ised in his infancy,’’ the validity of such an answer will, pos- 


sibly be best felt by the following: Suppose, dear Sir, there 
Were written out a bill for the liquidation of a certain person’s 
past debis, and that this bil! were given to him before he had 
contracted any, even while he was eight days old, could it ra- 
tionally be said that the bill remitted the child’s past debtst— 
Never. Infant bap.ism is, therefore, not for the remission of 
pret sins; ‘but believer's baptism is—and that verily, dear Sir, 
Whether the person be an aduit or a child. The remission of 
sins that are past, is the language of scripture. Now those who 
have substituted infant for believer’s baptism, not only adminie- 
ter an ordinance that is not, and cannot be, for the remissien of 
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“past sins,” but they have actually put themselves in an atti- 
tude in which it is impossible for them in after life to meet this 
child with the doctrine of remission of past sins, if ever he | 
should be brought to faith and repentance by their preaching ! 
{s not the first remission in our holy religion at baptism? [s 
not this the ordinance of pardon to the new convert? If it is 
not, what other is there? Where do you bring him to, in order 
io parcon! To the mourning bench! tothe anziousseat! And 
he is there pardoned! Yes. How utterly false! God has 
never made either the one or the other of these 'nventions the 
“sign and seal’’‘of pardon. Substitute them in scripture as 
they have been substituted in practice, for God’s holy institu- 
tion, and mark the profanity: ‘Repent, and come to the anzious 
seal, every one of you, for the remission of sins, and you shall 
receive the gift of the Holy Spirit.” No, respected Sir, it will 
notdo. Infant baptism is nothing to him who receives it; and 
when afterwards you preach to such an one repentance, you 
rust preach it apart from the first remission, a8 proclaimed by 
the holy aposties. But has not God joined repentance and re- 
mission indissolubly in the new institution? Are we not told 
that these two great elements of salvation were to go hand in 
hand over the whole earth !—or, in the words of our blessed 
Lord, that ‘trepentance and remission of sins were to be preach- 
ed in all the world, inning at Jerusalem’? Who, Sitguts 
these times of party pride and party cowardice, dare preach(*fes 
mission” as preached originally in Jerusalem? The Baptisis 
teach that a man’s sins must be pardoned before he approaches 
the ordinance, and consequently that he must depend for his 
conviction of the remission of sins not on God’s word, but his 
own frames and feelings; while the Preebyterians (with re- 
spect be it spoken) bring their man to baptism first, and teach 
him to iook for the pardoning of hig sins afterwards! But the 
doctrine of Christ will stand forever—that sinners should re- 
pent and turn to God on the proper and peculiar motives of the 
gospel, and seek through faith in the blood of Christ the pardon 
of their sins, or the first remission, in baptism. Look not, dear 
Sir, to thie boly ordinance of the Christian religion as men have, 
associated it with the initiation of babes into the party churches 
which have grown out of a like authority; but view it as it 
stands connected in the ecriptures with the great = which is 
intended to subdue all things to Jesus Christ. e conclude 
this point thus—that the baptism of Christ being for the first re- 
mission, and to be administered subsequently to repentance, 
and the baptism of an infant being for no such purpose, it being 
impoesible to remit sins where none have been committed, the 


- @ne ordinance never can be a substitute for the other. The 


original plea, therefore, muet be continued in all iw primitive 
extent, as it was managed by Jesus Christ and his apostles ; that 
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is, we must like them continue to plead with all who are yet 
unconverted, from unbelief to faith, from faith to repentance, 
and from repentance to baptism for the remission of past sins. 

It is probable, dear Sir, that you are among those ministers 


who deem it dutiful not only to proclaim the gospel but to de- 


mand faith of those who hear it. Suppose, then, that God had 
imposed on you the task of pleading for faith without evdence, 
and you had been compelled to announce Jesus Christ as the 
son of God apart from the proof by which this great truth is 
confirmed. <A lawless and visionary theology has indeed sep- 
arated the proof from the proposition, and advocated faith as 
derived fro spiritual operations, and not the evidences which 
accompany the gospel; but, dear Sir, I cannot believe that you 
would be satisfied todemand faith of those who hear the gospel 
drespective of proof. I cannot think that you would deem it 
safe to put asunder things which God has so intimately joined 
together. And, yet, he has not more closely connected faith 


preachers make before God and man in the conversion of the 
world, who plead for faith without proof! they have left man- 
‘kind worse than they found them, for the mass of those who 
hear them noj only disbelieve but despise them as unreasonable. 
ball we be guilty of a like incongruity in preaching the remis- 
Gigante! sins tothe new convert? shall we separate this precious 
Mid frst spiritual blessing from the ordinance with which God 
has joined it! Oh shameful! Oh sinful! Oh cruelty beyond com- 
Itis like saying tothe poor ‘*Be you elothed, and be you 
warmed,”’ without bestowing on them the things of which the 

standin need. Sir, were we deprived of the right and privi- 
lege of apying to the new convert—the poor reclaimed penitent 
sinner, ‘*Be baptized for the remission of your sins and you shall 
receive the gift of the Holy Spirit,” we sould be utierly ata 
loss what other direction to give to him. . We should probably 


fee! like some of your own brethren who have addressed them- 


sélves to the conversion of the world—we should perhaps be 
compelled to substitute ‘‘the anxious seat,’? and beg them to 
come up hither. Butno, dear Sir; as God hss never disjoined 
remission of sins from baptism—so he has never associated this 
great blessing with the anxious Seat. bi 

As faith springs from evidence, so repentance arises from the 
great motives of God’s mercy and our own accountability, re- 
-vealed to us in the holy gospel. Would it be safe to preach 
and plead repentance apart from these great considerations 1— 


The apostle says the Ve ness of God leads to repentance, and — 


that he has appointed a day in which he will judge the world 


in righteousness. Would it be safe to reason for repentance 

apart from God’s goodness, and the last judgment? No Itis 

Rot safe then to argue for remission without baptismy, or for bap- 
18* 


and evidence than baptism and remission. Whata figure those 
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tism without remission ; and when men propound the first for- 
givness to the convert, separated from that ordinance, they put | 
asunder things that divine authority has joined together. 
- But, beloved Sir, if it is asserted that infant baptism is ad min- 
istered for the remission of sins, then, if you do not in that or- 
dinance separate things which God has joined, you do, never- 
theless, unige those things which he has separated ; that is, you 
administer rémission of sins to that which is yet unconverted ; 
you administer the ordinance of forgivness to a subject which 
is not possessed of the pieparatory principles of faith and repent- 
ance. Again—Ifit be said that the ordinance, when applied to 
a child, is not intended as the ‘*sign and seal” of remission, 
but is simply initiatory—then you connect a epiritual economy 
with the child according tothe flesh, and again associate rts” 
uities. | | 

~ But, dear Sir, if baptism be associated in scripture only with 
conversion, and the remission of sins only with the convert’s 
baptism, the enjoyment of the Holy Spirit is associated only with 
remission of his sins. The order is, con version—baptism--par- 


RS don—the Holy Spirit: ‘Be baptised, every one of you, in the 


name of. Jesus Christ, for the remission of sins, and you shall 


feceive the gisi of the Holy Spirvt.”—Acts,ch2. By disuniting 


Conversion and baptism, therefore, you not only break the 4 


fiéetion between conversion and pardon, but between cof 
‘sion and the Holy Spirit. Ifthe new convert, sprinkled orm 
@ptinkled, receives not remiseion jn baptism, and the Holy 


pirit after remission, when does he receive these biersings, 


‘and in what order? Beloved Sir, you may fearlessly challenge 


all the divines in christendom toshow you when or how. They 
not do it. It is the selation therefore, which™baptism 


beats to the lost efnner’s eonversion, comfort, rights, privi- 


Teges and duties, that should cause us to spare the ordinance. 
‘Hiaye pity, [ pray you, Sir, upon the poor weeping eroken- 


hearted penitent, and cut nim not off from his right of parden 


nd the gift ef the Holy Spirit. Christ has given him this right: 
Jeat Sir, be tender—be pitiful: his anxious soul requires the 


‘Ordinance and all its adjuncts. - 


Whether, therefore, we look at infant baptism as connecting 


ang with a spiritual economy, or as giving to the 
ind of fesh the blessimgs of the ehitd of faith—or as separating 


has. joined, or av joining things which he has 
- s@parated—or.as dppriving the new convert of his birthright of 
Eemission—or as despoiling the of the spiritual wea- 

t 


pons of his glorious warfare and the point of insmediiete obedi- 


“ence to Witch the aposiles plead—or as causing him to create 
“few and unadthorized ordinances, as the mourning bench, the 
“anxious séat, &e.—it is as pernicious in its effects as it is defec- 


ive in ite dutbority. And whether we look at baptism for re- 
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“mission the point to tilead to for immediate obedience on'the 


part of the guilty but believing and penitent sinner, or as the 


| ordinance in whith he penetrates, through faith in the blood of 


Christ, to the remissioh of sins—or as the place whefe his past 
life is buried and hid with Christ by the autharity of God, when 
he rises again to a new life—or as the ordinance where He is 

rmitted, with new-born joys, to confess Christ and take tipon 

im the obligations of the gospel—=it is a holy rite in-ovft telig- 
jon, which cannot be dispensed wiih by those who would cons 
vert the world to God. 

May I be permitted, in the close of this lengthy epistle, to 
enquire of you, dear Sir, Where you stand, touching the great 
plea for duty on the part of those who hear the gospel? Are 


Ne of those who refuse to advocate faith and repentance with | 


e sinner !—-or do you plead for these principles? Or do you, 
with some of your brethren, plead only in a more general way 
for all duty? Or, with othets of them. do you reason to faith 


and repentance, ard add to these the anxious seat? Or, finale © ~ 
ly, do you, with the holy apostles, preacit repentént¢e andres 
_mission—and administer the latter to sinners as they ‘adminis« 
tered it in Jerusalem? -The sprinkling of a million of ingons 


scious babes, who are all alteady in the hands of a good and 


merciful Saviour, is not once to be compared to the salvation of _ 


asingle sinner. The conversion of a sinner from the error of 
his ways, is the salvation of a “soul from death,” and it shall 


You enquire in.your Lectures, into the ‘‘sature, swbjeéts rts and 


mode” of ehristian baptism, Oh, sir! turn away, ] pray you, 


froma pursujg,.so puerilé unprofit The time will come, 


preciatedind condemned. Ig 


sake of sinners, to difeét your Mire 
eration -of the great and solema end of 
christian Do. P 


fa 


version ;” for om this, it appears to me, you are af af but 
partially enlightened. 
ist, Touching its nature—Are not its very € repent- 


ance towards God and faith in our Lord Jesus Chfist 1 Can 


there be #ny conversion to God without these prmetpiés t No. 
2d. ite then, nmust be those who been baptized 


in infancy as well those who have beenbaptized ininfaner, 
The ehildren of Presbyterians as well of 
to be converted to God by faith and 
WwW i they are converted 86 
all, we admit that they vised: it, 


sithough we use baptism as the apy 


on ofthe 
y you, . 
inquiry into the ‘‘nature. subjects, and mode of Christa con= 
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it is to our believing children the “‘sign and seal”’ of she remis- 
sion of sins, and that to your infant children itis not and can- 
nat be, yet we think that, you have in common with us the ele- 
ments of conversion, and that your children are taught to know 
God as oursare. They ought, therefore, like ours to be intro- 
duced into the New Covenant by baptisin sfier receiving the 
knowledge of God savingly, and not before’it. | 
3d. Mode of conversion: There is as much sense in this ex- 
pression, dear Sir, as in the phrase mode of baptism; for what is 
‘mode of baptism,” but **manner of dipping,” to speak in plain 
English! Mode of conversion means manner of converting. 
What, then wasthe original manner ot converting sinners to 
God! I answer, it was by first preaching to them the gospel of 
our salvation—redemption through the blood of Christ, viz: the 
forgiveness of sins, and afterwards pleading with them for faith 
repentance, When these good and godly nrinciples were 
Supposed to be produced in an audience, the preacher made a 
draughton all present who might be the subjects of them, ‘‘sep- 
arated the disciples” and baptized them ‘‘ior the remission of 
sins.’ . Thus sinners were changed into saints, and constiiuted 
members.of the body of Christ. And thus are we and our be- 
lieving children constituted members of the body of Christ. We 


oe 


eb | ee as christians, then, are a pardoned people. But you and your 
¢hildren have set aside the ordinance and substituted infant 
baptism for circumcision, and the anxious seat for the baptism 
§ | ite of believers, your own ministers being judges. Baptism, says 
Pe ul , . Mr. Finney, *theld the precise place that the anxious seat does 
at ‘h | now.” p. 243. With such a piece of information, with an a- 
vowal you have esybstituted th human for the divine, so 
imgenuous and ex you eifher be pl with your 
| OWN procedure in tifis #fair, or displease With ‘hen we 
issent from you, and do thegbing that‘you ackno is con- 
ig ased , in the days of hjs flestr, took 
arms and blessed them. There, dear bro- 
ther, fet them in all their helplessness remain, both for blessing 
ee and salvation; and let us not, by presumptive reasoning and a 
at ) premature use of God’s holy ordinance, deprive them of that re- 
‘ 4) | mission of sins which they will certainly seek after, so soon as 
| they shall believe the fo-pel and repent. 
Bi Disputes and colisions on baptism have given a false direction 
| _ + to the- public mind, and to the minds of ministers, and carried 
ra | them away wholly from the consideration of the graver question 
ee | of conversion ; so that while the friefdé of Christ weary them-* 
| endless. and angry disputes about an ordinance 
i # : which never can be appreciated till seen and administered in 
ie us OWN proper relation to new converts, his enemy, the wicked 
, i ene, holds undisputed possession of the world! Behold the- 
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grandeur of our attainments! After being the hearers and hold- 

ers of the glorious religion of (hrist for almost two thousand 

years, he comes and finds us doing what? Turning the world 

toGod? Nay—but disputing about ithe simplest of all his sacred 

ordinances, bapiism—the ‘‘sign and seal”’ of the first remission, 

—the point given us to plead to when arguing from scripture 

for the salvation of mankind through faith in his blood! — 
In conclusion—Respected and beloved Sir, think not that a .) 

feeling of selt-conceit, or a disposition to exalt myself as your 

teacher in these matters, has prompted me to address you this 

letter. I am the least worthy of the servants of Christ, and 

could git down with pleasure at your feet and receive instrue- 

tions on the least of the commandments of God. What [ have 

said, [ have eaid from a solemn conviction of duty ; and if one 

word has escaped me, indicative either of anger or disrespect, 

forgive me—for lam not conscidus of having writien a syllable 

from either of these feelings. 1 am convinced, with thousands 

of others, that the coming of the Lord draweth nigh, and that 

the servants of Christ, who are fitted for the work of the minis- 


try, are under the most solemn obligations to avail themselves 


of all scripture advantages for the conversion of sinners during 


‘the brief space which, between the present time and that mo-- 
_ mentous event, is allowed them for that purpose. My opinion 


(ifse humble an opinion on so great a point is of any value,) is, 
that they whose attainments in Christianiiy warrant and enable 
them to plead for faith and repentance, should associate with | 
each other, and together plead these great and godly principles — 
in all the meeting houses of the land; and that they whose 
faith carries them further, and whocan advocate faith, repent- 
ance and obedience, should do so night and day too, till our 


should be @ rest given to men till they find it in Christ.— 
The temperance society shows us what can be done by pleading” 
a cause; and the unexampled results of the gd&pel, when.4e- 
companied, a# at the beginning, with a plea for faith an@ re- 
pentance and baptism for the remission of siney are another 
evidence of the power of advocacy when tt turns upon a cause 
of great and popular interest. Would you believe it, Sir, that 
this manner of pleading conversion has in a very short space 


sculptured out for itself a population of more than » quarter of 
a million? Be it observed, however, that although we would 


and do plead faith, repentance and baptisin, we would plead 
them legitimately—that is, in harmony with the other parts of 
Christianity. Faith is a great and godly principle,—but we 
would not pléad it in such a manner as to make sinners esteem | 
it above the love of God in giving Carist Jesus for them; nor 
Would we set repentance above the merits of his death, or bap- 


country is wholly subdued to God and Christ Jesus. There Pg } Fs 
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own duty, as exhibited in our own obedience, though indispen- | 
sable, is nevertheless a light matter when compared with the 
leve and mercy of God, as revealed in the gospel. Therefore, 
neither the plea, nor the subsiance of the plea, which accom- 
panies the gospel—namely, faith, repentance and baptism—is 
| to be se: above the gospel and the substance of the gospel—viz., 
| the love of. God, the merits of Christ, and his advocacy for 


hed 


sinners. 

No doubt, Sir, the conversion of the world is a principal ob- 
ject with all evangelical secis; but is not this object frequently 
pursued by us atthe hazard of our own reputation for loyalty 
to Christ and his doctrine? The conversion of mankind is a 
glorious object, and altogether worthy of Christ and his people ; 
1 but his people, in seeking to compass this object, must abide by 
} principie: itis principle first and object afterwards. When a 
| minister adheres to the gospel, as proclaimed on the day of Pen- 
i} tecost and subsequently, he adheres to infallible and eternal 
| 


ji principles, the work of the Lord goes on gloriously, and the 
al conversion of the world—the great object of evangelical labor— 
ql -. Bat that you may, if possible, understand how matters pro- 
| gress among those who plead for conversion on the above prin- 
| ciples, permit me to lay before you here a few letters from our 
Evangelists. Innumerable such are constantly being re- 
t ceived at our public offices, and they are intended to re- 
ii pe progress of this great and good plea throughout the 
worid. 


** Boone co. Mo. July 28th, 1841. 


Bro. Scorr:—I have the pleasure to inform you that Bro. T. 
Baul : Smith has just returned from a preaching tour of ten or twelve 
Ses | days, in the counties of Audain and Monroe. He @d Brother 
4 | Thomas converted 44 at Santee Fee, Florida, and Paris. Since 
| | return Bro* Thomas has obtained 37 others at Santee Fee. 
Hh The most of the additions were from the world, but many from 
1 ie the Baptists; nnd some few from other sects. Bro. J. Creath Jr. 
5 and brother Thomas have recently been instrumental in adding 
about 80 at Shelbvville; and brother Creath has also had some 
* 13 accessions at Monticello, where he resides. He has lately 
| buried his companion, sieter Creath, who has been long griev- 
Bro. Samuel Rogers from Ohio, has spent two or three months 
| q as an evangelist, principally in Franklin county; he succeeded 
i. 4 - Imreclaiming upwards of 80. At our last two meetings in Co- 
@ | lambia, bro. Smith was with us; we had € additions. There 
hg ae has also been, this season, a number of other additions to many 
a; FF other churches in our country, the particulars of which I can- 
, t not give. If we had a few more efficient evangelists, and 
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eur brethren would sustain them in the field, what a glorious 

harvest could be gathered! | 

_« Brother Smith expects to return to his former field of labor in 
Kentucky, immediately after our state meeting in September. 
With christian esieem, your brother, ‘T.M. 


*P.S. On the 14th, and 15th, Inst. I had a discussion with a 
Methodist preacher named Johnson, on the subject of Christian — 
baptism. He took the usual course—that infants were subjects, 
and sprinkling or pouring the mode—bapiiem came in the room 
of circumcision, &¢.—We had a fine hearing, and I trust that 
much good may result from it. lt terminated quite to my sat- 
isfaction, and that of my friends, as far as [ have had an ex- 
pression. A few days afterwards we had meeting near the 
baitle ground, when a respectable |:dy, who had been for many 


years a Presbyterian, owned the Lord and was straightway 
immersed. | AM 


‘Shelby co., Ky., Aug. 2d, 1841. 
Dear Bro. Scotr:—I immersed into the primitive faith of 
Christ a Presbyterian gentleman who had put himself upon 
“the way” for holy orders. He came to teach a school for 
the brethren and neighbors at the Academy. He was wholly 
uninformed in regard to our sentiments; bunt took boarding a- 
mong the brethren, and attended our meetings; he soon be- 
came much delighted with our manner of communicating a 
know!edge of the holy scriptures to the disciples in the house 
of God, and commenced reading with a good and honest heart, 
in search of what the Lord had taught and commanded to be 
taught. He soon found himself wrong upon the subject of bap- 
tism, both as regarded the design and mode, and was immersed, 
and now seems to be perfectly happy in the Lord, ‘having ; 
learned the way of the Lord more perfectly.” Heis growing 
in knowledge daily, and I trust that he will be a mighty engine.” 
poching forward the truth as it isin Jésus Christ. 
_. There is much said upon the necessity of Christian perfec- 
tion. The brethren seem to be getting more alive to their great 
responsibility, and I trust the spirit will increase more and 
more. 


Yours in hope of a blessed immortality, 1 
These’ preachers, dear Sir, first state the great proposition 
of our holy religion—the elementot faith, or thing to be believ- 
ed in order to salvation—namely, that ‘Jesus is the Christ, the : 


son of God ;”? and for the belief of this by the people, they ar 

gue from the evidences.of its truth found in theholy oracles, 
2 Repentance is next to be attained ; to cotnpass. which the 
mercy.of God and ou: own responsibility as stated im the scrip- 
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3. Baptison wlio fee! they 
love God, believe Gerd Jesus Christ unto 


and des:re to enjoy the blestings of rémission ot" past sitis, ead 
the of the Holy: Spirit, (are inVited'and directed to be tap. 
These are added to our churches,.or made u 
blies, and have given to. them allege! 
It may seem io some, p@phaps yourself thet our views 
which should distingody our holy religion. | 
This is impossible, if ot dO¢trine and is apostolic. 
Moreover, we interpret the literally ‘and | 
strictly, we are inclined, . nevertheless, tojudge Of ie doings 
and designs of our fellow professors both liberally and charitably. 
I Judge noman, We must ali appear before the judgment seat 
of Christ and account for the things done in the body, whether 
a be good orevil. ‘To his owm master each Of us stands or 
Finally, dear Sir, may the God of all mercy and of all grace 
lead us intoall the truth. May he bless you and yours with an 
increase of taith and grace and holiness, and bring you iate his 
everlasting kingdom through Jesus Christ our Lerd. =, 
With all christian esteem and affection, | am, Dear Sir, your 
fellow servant in the kingdom and patience of Christ, 


W Scorr. 


GREAT MEETING AT CARTHAGE. 


Our meeting at Carthage will commence on the 27th inst., 
Friday before the 5th Lord’s-day of the present month, Ave.) 
The churches in the vicinity—also Dayton, Harrison, Rising- 
San, Wilmington, Maysville, Petersburgh, Dover, &c. are affee- 
tionately invited to meet their brethren here on the occasion. 
Proclaimers who read this are also invited to attend. Brethren 
come and encourage us in the work of the Lord, by your pres- 
ence and labors. | W. Scort. 


(LETTER FROM CINCINNATI. ] 
Cincinnali, Aug. 19th, 1841. 

Dear Brotrner—Your communication was laid before our 
meeting, containing an invitation from the Carthage congreg 

tion to cooperate with them in a protracted meeting. Man 
our brethren will attend, and none with more pleasure 
your brother in the kingdom and patience of our Lord. 
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